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Commissioner: 

This is a reply brief for the above-captioned matter. 

The Appellant does not dispute that Fujii may sample the bicycle speed at two different times 
(at step S22 and again at step S26 in Fig. 6). The issue is whether Fujii discloses or suggests the 
subject matter recited in claim 1, and the other claims, that a "decision unit decides that the current 
running condition value varies from a previous running condition value by a determined value." 

As an initial matter, the issues to be decided must be based on the actual language of claim 1 
without adding or subtracting words. Claim 1 does not specifically recite "cancellation of the 
upshift" as alleged at page 5 of the Examiner's Answer. Claim 1 is not limited to upshift processing. 
Also, claim 1 is not hmited to any particular method of deciding "that the current running condition 
value varies from a previous running condition value by a determined value." Such a decision may 
be made based on direct comparison of bicycle speed signals or by some other method. 



RYUICHIRO TAKAMOTO, et al 
Application No.: 10/711,548 
Page 2 



PATENT 



However, it cannot be said that claim 1 is broad enough to cover simply comparing two 
sampled bicycle speeds to a threshold value and then canceling a shift when one of the sampled 
values falls below a threshold value. Claim 1 requires a decision to be made that "the current running 
condition value varies from a previous running condition value by a determined value." As applied 
to the Fujii embodiment, the fact that a first sampled bicycle speed is above an upshift value and a 
second sampled bicycle speed value is below the threshold value may be considered a decision that 
the bicycle speeds have varied, but the Examiner's Answer makes no mention of the phrase "by a 
determined value" recited in claim 1. The decision recited in claim 1 must include processing based 
on of the extent of the variation, and Fujii's system is completely unaware of any such extent. 
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